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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EX AMINATION REPORT 
1 1. Basis of the report 

I. With regard to the elements of the international application-* 
the international application as originally filed 
the description: 
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the claims: 
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_,as originally filed 



pages 



^ , as amended (together witii any statement under Article 1 9 
, filed with the demand 



the drawings; 



filed with tiie letter of 



1/1 



pages 



□ the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages 

pages 

pages 



. , filed with the letter of 



, as originally filed 

, filed with' the demand 



filed witii tiie letter of 



, as originally filed 

. , filed witii tiie demand 



TT^e elements were available or ftmished to this Authority in r?^^^^ ^^^.^ ' 

LJ the language of a translaHon fomished for the purposes of international seareh (under Rule 23.1(b)) 
LJ *e language ofpublicationofthe international application (under Rule 48 3(b)) 

U Ae^lanpe of the translation flimished for the purposes of international prelin^inary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 

Xi:?^exL^U"rSSe^"^^^^^^ ^ the i„ten,ational application, the tatemational 

^ contained in the international application in written form. 
J filed together with the international application in computer readable fonn. 
_\ furnished subsequently to fliis Authority in written form. 
_J furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer loadable form. 

^ SLr^al^^ltastl^^^^^^^ "^^ - ^ *e disCosu. in the 

SenSSS.*'" ^ - to the written sequence listing has 

□ The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of 
the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings^ sheets/fig 
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Form PCT7IPEA/409 (Box I) (July 1998) 
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^* dto«Z?„T^T* ^'^'«='*?S(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial ^plicability (lA) 



Claims 

Claims 

Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 
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1-6 



1-6 



YES 
NO 
YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations 

1. Reference is made to the following dociaments: 

Dl: VAN DER VLIST E: "Using W3C XML schema" XML.COM 
WEBPORTAL, 17 October 2001 (2001-10-17), 
XP002972461 

D2: MARY PULVERMACHER : "XML Schemas : Best Practices ? 
Versioning" MESSAGE FROM A NEWSGROUP [online], 
5 September 2001 (2001-09-05) , XP002315103 
Newsgroup: xml-dev, found on the Internet: 
URL : <http : //lists . xml . org/archives/xml-dev/ 
200109/msg00081.html> [found on 2005-01-25] 

INDEPENDENT CLAIMS 1 AND 4 

2. The application fails to meet the requirements of PCT 
Article 33(1) because the subject matter of claims 1 
and 4 does not involve an inventive step (PCT Article 
33(3) ) . 

Document Dl, which is considered to be the prior art 
closest to the subject matter of claim 1, discloses the 
following (the references in parentheses are to Dl) : 



Method fo r defining structures of object models 

FonnPCT/IPEA/409 (BoxV) (Januaiy 1994) ^ 
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and/or data models, in which the structures are 
described by schemas (page 1, lines 32 to 38; "To 
write a schema for this document [...]"; see also 
the example), the namespace used in each schema 
(page 10, lines 4 8 to 56; "Each W3C XML Schema 
document is bound to a specific namespace [...]") 
and the type and element names used in each 
schema being retained (e.g. page 2, lines 7 to 
8) , and types and elements of a schema being 
extended while the type and element names are 
retained (page 9, lines 31 to 56; "the second 
inclusion mechanism, XS: redefine [...] it lets you 
redefine declarations from the included schema"; 
see also the example), with non-extended types 
and elements being adopted without modification 
by the second schema from the types and elements 
used in the first schema (page 9, lines 31 to 56; 
"xs: include is similar to a copy and paste of the 
definitions of the included schema", 
"xs: redefine" - as above). 

The subject matter of claim 1 differs from what is 
known from Dl in that a first attribute of the schema 
contains a version indicator, and in that the second 
schema is a newer version of the first schema. 

The problem addressed by the invention can thus be seen 
as that of how to enable a schema to show which of the 
schemas is the newest. 

The solution proposed in claim 1 of the present 
application cannot be considered inventive (PCT Article 
33(3)) for the following reasons: 

When confronting this problem a person skilled in the 
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art would make sure that the schema version was 
included in the schema. This feature has already been 
used for the same purpose in document D2, which 
describes the best practice for XML schema versioning. 
One possibility is to include a schema version 
indicator in a first attribute of the schema (page 1, 
first paragraph - "Changing the Schema Version 
Attribute"; see also the example). For a person skilled 
in the art the incorporation of this feature in the 
disclosure of Dl would be an obvious and routine 
solution to the problem of interest. 



3. Claim 4 relates to a system that corresponds to the 
method of claim 1. This system, like the method of 
claim 1, can be derived from Dl. The subject matter of 
claim 4 therefore- does not involve an inventive step 
either (PCT Article 33(3)). 

DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2, 3, 5 AND 6 

4. Dependent claims 2, 3, 5 and 6 do not contain any 
features that meet the PCT requirements in respect of 
inventive step when combined with the features of any 
of the back-referenced claims (see documents Dl and D2 
and the passages cited in the international search 
report) . 
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